Opening Speech for Defence.
Sir H. Cortw Bennett
put them over and over again. I have put it; you are quite
capable of dealing with the evidence, you are quite capable of
appreciating the supreme importance of the evidence I have been
drawing attention to; because if I am right—and I have taken
great trouble and care to see that I am only quoting what the
evidence was—if I am right, the case for the prosecution, that
there was no multiple neuritis before September, 1920, and that
it was caused by the administration of arsenic in August, 1920,
has gone.
The result of it having gone is, that the whole of this story
through 1920 right away down to 22nd January, 1921, is con-
sistent, not with suspicion as against Major Armstrong, but with
the illness from natural causes of Mrs. Armstrong. Gentlemen,
there is one thing you and I have learned during this case—we
have learned how to try and avoid getting multiple neuritis, but
we have also learned that we cannot avoid it, because, although
multiple neuritis may be caused by alcohol or arsenical poisoning,
it is equally likely to be caused by auto-intoxication, which, to use
ordinary language, means poisoning from within oneself, poisoning
because some of the organs of our body are not acting properly.
If I am right, and I am not afraid of criticism about it, if I am
right in what I have said to you, the evidence is on this question
of what Mrs. Armstrong was suffering from (and I am going to
show several other reasons why I submit I am right). It was in
1920 multiple neuritis, which had been caused by self-poisoning,
auto-intoxication—I do not want to use the word self-poisoning in
case you should think I mean suicide, but poisoning from within
—that is what she was suffering from.
May, 1919, is the next date I want to deal with, and I will
leave to the end the question of the suggested motives which have
been put before you. When a prosecution is conducted by the
Crown (quite properly, in the interests of us all) every possible
machinery and every department is at the disposal of the prosecu-
tion; no expense is spared in searching high and low to see what the
evidence is, and in employing the greatest medical experts in this
country. That having been done for months past, I say to you
gentlemen (and it is for you and not for me) that the motives-
which have been put forward, which, of course, are the best that
they can find, are ludicrous. When a man, it might happen to
any of us—when a man has a charge brought against him, and
perhaps that charge might be murder, that man on his own re-
sources, and with the help of friends, staunch and true friends,
has to deal*with the case as best he can. It is not given to him
to be able to employ Sir William Willcox and Dr. Spilsbury. He
has to cut his coat according to the amount of cloth that he has
got; he has to employ the best people that his pocket can afford.
That is what is done in this case in the gentlemen that I am going
to bring before you later. In May, Junes and July, 1920, accord-
ing to Dr. Hincks, this lady was suffering from local neuritis. She
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